82 S quantum Road 
Howell, New Jersey 07731 
December 10, 1978 



Mr . Harold Weisberg 
Route 12 

Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Harold: 

I had planned to phone you from Smithsf ield , North Carolina 
where I spent the first night during my return from Florida 
but I was kinda beat that evening and just plain forgot about 
it. I did not think that it would be so difficult to find 
your house but what through me once I got on Old Receiver, 
was that I couldn't find your name on any of the mail boxes. 

Be assured that next time I shall phone ahead and before I 
leave home. 

The material concerning Frazier, Cunningham and the tests has 
been copied and will go in the post tomorrow along with this 
letter. I asked Jim to drop me a line if he finds that he 
is in need of any other such services. 

If we accept what the government experts ( testified to before 
the Commission and the results of the scefentific tests, then 
we do have a problem. I believe that Frazier stated that the 
fragments removed from the care or atleast one or two of them, 
bore the same microscopic markings as the test bullets which 
were fired from C 2766 and yet the metallic composition of 
those limousine fragments when tested by NAA, does not match 
with that of CE:399 or the live round reportedly found with 
the Carcano. This wauld seem to indicate that two different 
types of ammunition were fired from the Carcano and yet this 
is highly unlikely because of the matching between the live 
round from the TSBD, CE: 399 and the fragment from JBCs' wrist. 

The only thing which comes to my mind which could explain the 
confusion, is that the fragments from the head shot may have 
been from another type of WCC ammo manufactured from the same 
alloys as the 6,5s, as Winchester- Western has admitted to. 

My friend up in Massachusetts, Ed Tatro has been in touch with 
someone who apparently has some expertise with NAA but I have 
had no word from Ed for a month or so. When something comes 
along, I'll advise you of it. 

As to the distributionof the bullet fragments about the wound 
canal in the brain, at the moment I see nothing that is incon- 
sistant with them having come from a missle entering from the 
rear. As I review the 1968 Panel Review and Lattimers notes and 
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drawing of the skull in which he locates the major fragments 
( figure 7 , his May 1972 publication ) the tiny dust like 
fragments, most of which were reported to have been less than 
1mm in size, were deposited throughout the right hemisphere, 
mostly being near the front and upper part of the brain. The 
largest which were the two removed were only contained by the 
bone in the frontal region. The velocity of the Smaller fragments 
was more quickly overcome by the resistance of the cerebral tissues 
than the larger fragments whos remaining velocity was greater. 

So, as the fragments continue along in the general direction of 
the major portion of the missle, I believe that I would expect 
to find that most of the fragments which remained within the 
Presidents head, would be concentrated within the frontal region 
of the brain. 

In a letter to me, Dr. Olivier of Edgewood stated that he was 
surprised to discover that particular type of bullet breaking 
up so readily upon impact ( against bone ) . I have learned that 
the target, its composition, has a great deal to do with to what 
extent a bullet ■■‘will be deformed. I had expected the bullets to 
break up as they passed through the wooden 2x8s but they remained 
in tact and yet, when that type of bullet strikes bone, be it a 
rib or skull, it deforms. Therefore, I do not feel that we can 
arrive at any definite conclusion as to just what type of bullet 
may have caused the headwound, other than that it was a high 
velocity missle with a lead core. I would tend to think it a 
rifle bullet of some description as a conventional pistol round 
at those distances would not cause such a blast effect. 

Dr; Olivier said that it is impassible for a pathologist to de- 
termine the caliber of the missle from wound observation. He 
says that the smaller and higher velocity missies such as that 
loaded in the M-l6 ( ‘5mm ) make a larger entrance wound and that 
the slower and larger calibers such as the 7.62mm NATO ( M-14) 
make a smaller wound of entrance. Skin retraction is taken into 
consideration. So, as concerns the headwound, we certainly do 
not know much at all about the missle which produced it. On the 
other hand, more can be said for the one causing the backwound. 

If the medical testimony concerning the non-fatal wound is true, 
then we can know that the missle which caused it ( and we support 
our position that it did not exit ) was aot a high velocity rifle 
bullet. Evidence indicates that even the 6.5 Carcano bullet would 
have passed through the President at the tange in question. We 
also know that it was not a fragile bullet such as the thin jacketed 
hollow points used in hunting pest and as put forth in mother 
MacDonalds tale " Appointment in Dallas ". Had the missle been 
of this latter type, we would expect to see a much more traumatic 
wound of entrance and extensive damage throughout the upper thorax 
with many many metalic fragments dispersed throughout the area. 
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From what we know of the holes in the gack of the Presidents 
garments and the wound in his back, I could only say that it 
was a copper jacketed missle, smaller than a .45 and larger than 
a .22 which narrows things down to a dozen or so calibers. 

The wound- tells us that the missle was tsaveling at a medium or 
most probably low velocity. This assumption can be made dpon 
the fact that the missle did not exit the body and because of 
the relatively minimal amount of tissue and skeletal damage. 

As will be noted in the volume entitled Wound Ballistics by 
the U.S. Army Medical Corps, a high velocity rifle bullet such 
as the .30 MI type, and in reality all high velocity bullets 
and shell fragments, have a shock wave traveling at the speed of 
sound which follows the missle into the body. But most import- 
antly, the velocity of the missle itself causes a phenomena known 
as " particle acceleration ". The missle imparts a velocity to 
the particles of tisue as it passes through the body and these 
particles push out from and infront of the missle with pressures 
of over one thousand pounds per square inch. Experiments have 
shown that nerves and blood vesels and in some instances bones 
have been damaged some distance from the actual perman«»i wound 
cavity. This accelerated tissue is also pulped during a number 
of expansions and contractions of the temporary wound cavity occuring 
in microseconds and produces the material which one would see being 
blasted out through both the wound of entrance and exit. 

The only reported damage from the back shot was some brusiing to 
the apex of the right lung, blood in the tissues between the lung 
and spine and two tiny bone chips which Lattimer felt were knocked 
off of C6 or C7 of the spine. No reports of substantial nerve, 
blood veselor bone damage and so I rule out a high velocity rifle 
bullet. This missle I feel, was probably of conventional design 
and fired from something like a handgun or perhaps a specially 
designed piece of hardware and was surgically removed. The throat 
shot is something else. 1 

I had always felt that the slits in the front of the shirt at the 
collar were not entrance or exit holes though I do confess that 
I do not see how a nurse could sut through the collar and not 
inflicK a wound in the skin benaath it. And then, I paid a visit 
to my friend Bob Gutler this past spring and found him ingrossed 
in researching TUM and his theory that the umbrella may have been 
a weapon. Disclosures from the Senate Select Committee on Intelligaace 
Activities bore out the fact that the Armys Special Operations Section 
at Edgewood had indeed developed a piee? of hardware which used a 
chemical or bacteria coated dart which d$solved soon after impact 
leaving no tract of a missle. One of the weapons designed to use 
the dart was an -umbrella. I agree with Cutler in the possibility 
that such a weapon as that may have been used for the throat shot. 
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I nave been very^ puzzled by "the contridictions and discrepancies 
between the original Bethesda autopsy report and the I968 Panel 
Review. As I mentioned to Lattimer, I honestly had to wonder if 
all of the doctors involved were looking at photos and X-rays of 
the same corpse and he assured me that they were, excusing the 
Bethesda^ team because of their haste and pressure from higher 
authorities. I never accepted such an excuse. 

Of particular interest to me was the gray-brown rectangular 
opaque object located in the central base of the large wound 
canal through the brain. It was not reported in the Bethesda 
autopsy and the 1968 Panel did not attempt to determine just 
exactly what it was, as though all of us walk around with these 
little metal plates in our heads. Surely if the object was an 
operating room instrument the doctors would have recognized it 
I thought and yet, it didn't impress me as being a bullet. I 
did have a wild thought on it perhaps brought on by too much 
T.v. Suppose, I said to mysjfefef, that at some point in time, a 
mimture explosive device had been planted in the Presidents 
head to later be triggered electronically, maybe by the umbrella 
man on Elm Street? Weard huh? 

i/Jell , that s about i it at this end for now and I am glad to learn 
that your health is Improving even if like me, your spelling isn’t. 
I always like to blame the typewriter . 

Sincerely, 



Emory 




